Surgeon in England', and by T Hare, in his paper on 'Some Contributions to Medieval Arabic Veterinary Science ' (1934) .
In giving this brief account of the contents of the Proceedings of this Section, in so far as they relate to medicine before A.D. 1500, I have not mentioned every paper, and my commentary has not been very profound. I trust, however, that the information which has been given may be a stimulus to Members of the Section to add to our knowledge by a further study of medicine in early times.
The subject still offers large tracts of unexplored country to future historians who are prepared to probe more deeply and to draw from the past, with its stores of forgotten lore, such lessons as may be of interest and value, even in these days of modern scientific medicine.
Contributions to the History of Medicine by The Rt Hon Lord Cohen of Birkenhead MD DSC LLD FRCP FSA (Department ofMedicine, University ofLiverpool) For every ten words I am about to utter in my evaluation of the medical contributions to this Section in the past fifty years, there will have been one full-length paper published in its Proceedings. To give the barest outlines of the work of this Section during this period is thus a wellnigh impossible task, but to convey the general picture I have tried to classify the types of contribution and of contributors so as to indicate the broad pattern of the rich treasures embodied in the Proceedings of this Section since its birth in 1912. The great figures of medicine recur in brief biographies which describe not only their lives and the times in which they lived, but assess their contributions to the evolution of medical knowledge. Reading these, we share Carlyle's feeling when he wrote, 'One comfort is, that Great Men, taken up in any way, are profitable company. We cannot look however imperfectly upon a Great Man, without gaining something by him'. Amongst the earliest biographies which for me made rewarding reading were, firstly, that of Alcmeon of Croton who lived about 500 B.C. and who anticipated Empedocles in the doctrine that health is a balance and disease an imbalance of the humours; he discovered the optic nerve and the eustachian tube, and he it was who first regarded the brain as the major organ for higher activities. Secondly, there are the papers on the Great Alexandrians, Herophilus and Erasistratus, who, in the fourth century B.C., originated dissection. Indeed, they were both charged with human dissection by Celsus and Tertullian. Erasistratus was the first experimental physiologist. He saw the heart clearly as a pump; he regarded digestion as a purely mechanical process; he carried out metabolic experiments on fowls, weighing them and their excreta after feeding and completed digestion, and he counted the pulse with a water clock and made an elaborate analysis of its frequency and rhythm. Much is written, but little that is new, about Hippocrates and his Greek contemporaries.
Few of those who dwell on the peaks of medical history escape notice -Galen, Paracelsus, Vesalius, Harvey, Boerhaave, Morgagni, Auenbrugger, Laennec, Addison, and many other giants have been the subjects of biographical sketches, so that the Proceedings would show few gaps if read as a history of medicine.
Often new and interesting facets of the lives and works of these Great Men are described which reflect an author's interest. Major Greenwood, one of the most distinguished and original of our professors of epidemiology and himself a disciple of Charles Creighton (whose 'History of Epidemics in Britain' is still a classic of incontestable accuracy), read a paper in 1920 on 'Galen as an Epidemiologist'. In 1915, William Withering and his 'Account of the Fox-Glove' were the subject of a paper by A R Cushny whose own work on digitalis, renal secretion, and other pharmacological problems, earned him an FRS and a paragraph in Garrison's 'History of Medicine'. Harvey's portraits are often mentioned and in 1934 D F Fraser Harris wrote a scholarly paper on 'William Harvey's Knowledge of Literature, Classical, Medieval, Renaissance and Contemporary'. And there are vignettes of doctors who found fame (or notoriety) in other fields, for example, Joseph Ignace Guillotine of cephalocervical amputation fame.
Many of the biographical papers commemorate anniversaries. Two years after this Section was founded we celebrated the 400th anniversary of Vesalius's birth. On the tercentenary of the publication of 'De Motu Cordis', K J Franklin, who was later to provide us with an admirable translation of this classical text, contributed a paper on 'Valves in Veins; a historical survey'; and J Prendergast contrasted Galen's view of the circulation with that of Harvey. The centenaries of the births of Wilhelm Konrad Rontgen in 1945, and of Pierre Marie in 1953, were recognized also by commemorative addresses. But the interests of the Section have not been confined to the achievements of those who are acknowledged great by universal acclaim. Not a few who would have remained 'mute inglorious' figures in the history of medicine have been rescued from obscurity, as is shown, for example, by the papers on Baynton, Bromfield, Winston, Andrew Ure, J C Wilkins of Nottingham, Park and Alansontwo Liverpool pioneers in joint surgery -and Richard Caton, the father of electroencephalography. Local archives are, I suspect, a rich source of fascinating historical material which will lead to novel combats on the field of priority of discovery.
There are also the larger canvases painted with broad sweeps of the brush which show the continuity of the acquisition and evolution of medical knowledge. Thus, there are papers dealing with the history of clinical medicine, of endocrinology, of hiematology, of psychology, of preventive medicine and of biochemistry. In 1950, there was a review of physiology in the first half of the 20th centuryits period of most rapid growth. Again, few of us will forget Cuthbert Dukes' Presidential Address two years ago on 'London Medical Societies in the 18th Century'. There are to be found also in our archives admirably comprehensive reviews on 'English Medicine before the Normans', and 'English Medicine in the 18th Century', the latter by a distinguished Scottish medical historian, J D Comrie, whose own 'History of Scottish Medicine' is a unique reference work. Again, we can read not only of 'Ancient Hindu Medicine' but also of 'The Indian Medical Service, 1600-1947' ; and there are several other important contributions on oriental medicine.
One of the first of these was delivered in 1913 when Morris Jastrow of the University of Pennsylvania came over at Osler's invitation to speak on 'The Medicine of the Babylonians and Assyrians' -a field to which he had made outstanding original contributions. In Cushing's 'Life of Osler', there is a letter to Fielding H Garrison telling him how successful Jastrow's lecture proved. But Jastrow was only one of the world-famous foreign medical historians who honoured this Section. Garrison himself, author, Many distinguished non-medical scholars have honoured us by contributing the results of their researches. W H S Jones, happily still with us and one of our Honorary Members, whose translation of Hippocrates' works with E T Withington in Loeb's Classical Library is the best available modem text, and whose introduction and scholarly prefaces illuminate brilliantly the Hippocratic canon, has given us papers on 'Greek Medical Etiquette', and 'The Scientist's Playground'. Two years ago, we listened to a fascinating account of 'Roman Military Hospitals' from Professor Ian Richmond, Director of The Society of Antiquaries and Professor of the Archaeology of the Roman Empire at Oxford, and himself the son of a distinguished surgeon.
Few subjects fascinate the medical historian more than retrospective diagnosis of the diseases of the great, too often on imperfect and inadequate data. We have had our share of these including a paper on 'The Evidences of Disease in ... g../,"~-,-.~-C. Shakespeare's Handwriting', but few reach the objective standards set by Terence Cawthorne in his 'Julius Cesar and the Falling Sickness'.
Another fruitful and revealing field is the search for medical references in the writings of great authors, and some of our most distinguished members have put on record in our Proceedings the harvest they have gleaned from their wider reading. Martial, Lucian, Bacon, Voltaire, Smollett have, amongst others, been combed for their medical and scientific allusions, and two attempts at unravelling the mystery of Oliver Goldsmith's medical education and qualifications have been made in papers to our Section. I leave these topics and turn to those physicians whose contributions have played so notable a part in ensuring the success of our Section. Glancing through a list of our Members, one sees so many names of those who have helped to mould and advance the art and science of modern medicine. This is no surprise, for only by knowing the history of medicine, how ideas arise and are developed, is it possible to see the continuity of new knowledge, for though history alone cannot predict the future, it offers a useful guide to it.
Sir William Osler (Fig 1) who conceived and gave us birth was our first President and until he died this Section was close to his heart. At the first meeting of the Section on November 20, 1912, he presented a paper dealing with the William Petty MS which he had discovered, but his own contributions were few. Amongst the many physicians who in its infancy helped to strengthen this Section were Raymond Crawfurd, Humphry and J D Rolleston, Norman Moore, Arnold Chaplin, Langdon-Brown, and many others who have held high office in the Royal College of Physicians. A frequent contributor for over thirty years was J A Nixon, one of Bristol's most eminent physicians and its Professor of Medicine. He first read a paper in 1913 on 'Thomas Dover' and gave his last paper in 1944 on 'Health and Sickness in the Merchant Navy'. Nor must we overlook those authors of important medical historical works whose first and often faltering steps in medical history were taken here: the late beloved John Fulton, and many who are happily still with us, Sir Arthur MacNalty, A P Cawadias, K J Franklin, Douglas Guthrie, K D Keele, W S C Copeman, Richard Hunter, and our distinguished President, W H McMenemey.
As we proceed with our classification we can perhaps discern three groups of contributors. Firstly, the amateurs who, enamoured of medical history, read widely and from their reading, with a scissors and paste-like process, produce works which are essentially derivative; these works grow not from source material, but from commentators. Although the professional historians may sneer at this, it is in fact how they themselves have started their careers; and it is certainly not to be condemned, for it instils a love of medical history and lays a secure foundation on which opportunity, leisure, and industry may later build an enduring edifice. If this is achieved then they will pass into the second groupwhere amateurs play with professionals on equal terms; such amateurs were, for example, Osler himself and a later Fellow Regius at Cambridge, Langdon-Brown, whose book 'Chapters in Cambridge Medical History' was given originally in a series of papers to this Section twenty years ago.
Thirdly, we have the professional medical historian. Outstanding amongst these was Charles Singer (Fig 2) , so ably partnered by his distinguished wife, Dorothea Waley Singer. Singer's first contribution to this Section on 'St Hildegard' was given forty-nine years ago, and then followed at short intervals for a few years a series of learned original papers such as 'Notes on Early Microscopy', 'Thirteenth-Century Miniatures Illustrating Medical Prac-tice', 'A Thirteenth Century Drawing of the Anatomy of the Uterus and Adnexa', 'English Medicine before the Normans', 'A Review of the Medical Literature of the Dark Ages, with a New Text of about 1110' and a host of others which are given in detail in the bibliography appended to his birthday volume on 'Science, Medicine and History'. Another scholarly historian who showed great interest in the work of this Section was Charles Green Cumston, who ranged widely over the field of medical history but perhaps did not dig so deeply as Singer. Others, including the late W J Bishop, W R LeFanu, Librarian of the Royal College of Surgeons; and our still most active Ashworth Underwood, have all enriched our Proceedings with the fruits of their original works.
If my evaluation has taken the shape of a catalogue, I crave your forgiveness, but if the work of this Section which pioneered the wider study of medical history in this country, and which has for over half a century been the meeting place of men and women of like interests, is to be recognized and duly acclaimed, then the scope of its achievements and the men who have nurtured it, must be recalled on this commemorative occasion, and in so doing Horace's question Natales grate numeras ? (Do you count your birthdays thankfully?) will be answered with a resounding affirmative.
Contributions to the History of Surgery from 1912 to 1962 by Sir Zachary Cope MS (London) It is impossible adequately to survey the Proceedings of fifty years in fifteen minutes. All one can do is to recall some of the great surgical historians who helped to found the Section, to see what were the trends of enquiry in the period under investigation, to pick out a few noteworthy contributions, and perhaps to call attention to some omissions which might be made good in the future.
In the last fifty years we have lost a number of distinguished surgeons who were active in the early years of the Section. Sir D'Arcy Power, who poured forth a stream of interesting contributions from his vast store of knowledge, was a lovable man always ready to help others, so eager to impart information that sometimes his words almost tumbled over one another. There are twenty-three volumes of his typed manuscripts in the Royal College of Surgeons, and I believe he did his own typing. He must have been about the last surgeon to travel round London on a bicycle. He was a tower of strength to the Section.
Then there were the two Spencers, Walter and Herbert, unrelated in family and totally dissimilar in manner. Walter Spencer, the general surgeon of vast experience and knowledge, spoke with a high-pitched tenor voice, usually with his eyes partly closed; he had a wide range of information both surgical and historical, and his translation of Celsus, carried out late in life, is one of the best available. Herbert Spencer, the gynecologist, was deeply versed in obstetric and gynxcological history; he spoke in a hurried, rather staccato manner and was forthright in his statements. Both Spencers were stalwart supporters of this Section. George Gask, was surely the most modest surgeon who ever breathed. His few contributions to the history of surgery are worth more than a multitude of writings of more prolific writers; he was another of the giants of surgical history inspired by the traditions of St Bartholomew's Priory and Hospital. One other surgeon I would mention -Sir StClair Thomson, one of the last of Lord Lister's house-surgeons, who brought wit and wisdom to our discussions and to whom I refer later.
The surgical content of the programmes of fifty years has been varied and the scope wide. The range has been from pre-historic times to the beginning ofthe nineteenth century. Treatment as prescribed in ancient papyri, the treatment of wounds as described by Homer, the anatomical knowledge of the Egyptian mummifiers, the part played by Herophilus and Erasistratus, of the school of Alexandria, in extending our knowledge of anatomy, the surgical teaching of Celsus, military surgery in the Middle Ages and, later, a few biographical accounts of famous surgeons, the history of two special hospitals, and some dental and veterinary historical papersthese cover most of the material provided for our Members. Good fare it has been, though with some curious omissions.
One subject brought before the Section several times was that of military surgery. The wars in the Middle Ages were dealt with by the late Charles Singer in his usual erudite manner, while George Gask carried out a fine piece of research on the surgeons who took part in the campaigns of Crecy and Agincourt. The excellent documentary evidence given by Gask provides a very salutary lesson for those who wish to do similar research.
